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denies this. The virtuous appetite, he says, is
not satisfied that these human beings should be
happy. This is an object that not only does
not satisfy the appetite, but barely even excites
it. It is not enough, he says, that these human
beings should be happy, but that their happiness
should be of one special kind. And for such
special happiness he has a special name, and
that name is holiness. Granted that maiii as
man is capable of this, it at once becomes his
duty to labour for man's existence; and a new
meaning shoots for him into that result of
virtue which Miss Beviiigton can describe only
as its ' lifeward tendency/

What, then, is holiness, that such should be
the result of our recognition of it ? In the
answer to this question we have all theism in
embryo. Holiness is a form of happiness so
apart, and by itself, that it can be described, to
those who have not felt it, no more than any
simple taste can. To those who do not feel it
the theist is dumb ; for morally such men are
for the theist, deaf. But for those who do feel
it or can remember once to have felt it, what
the theist says is sufficiently plain and moving.
They will know what he means, however